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moderation in diet to the famine-stricken before providing them \vith the
means of satisfying their hunger or is like feeding a sick and infirm man
with food that even strong men find it difficult to digest. Far from doing
him the least good., it does him incalculable harm.
If you follow this line of thought, will you not feel constrained to
concede that for a real and lasting Hindu-Muslim unity the Hindus must
develop the spirit of manliness? Must they not learn to vindicate the
honour of their women and their temples? The weak are the greatest
enemies of society. They corrupt both themselves and the strong, the latter
by tempting them to bully. Weakness curseth both him that is weak,
and him that bullies him. The Hindus may not retaliate in the sense
of taking "a tooth for a tooth" and "an eye for an eye". They may not
avenge themselves by violating the sanctity of Mussalman womanhood or
by defiling or demolishing mosques. But since non-violence is beyond them,
should you not advise them to learn to teach the wrongdoers a salutary
lesson? Must they not develop the ability to defend themselves violently,
before they could be expected to appreciate non-violence ? Do not the good
of the Hindus, real Hindu-Muslim friendship, and, for that matter, swaraj
lie that way?
These thoughts have been agitating my mind now for a pretty long
time. I tried to reason with myself, but I could not find a satisfactory
answer to the questions named above. Hence I turn to you for guidance.
I hope you will excuse me for encroaching upon your time with such a
long letter. I shall be earnestly awaiting your reply to this in the col-
umns of the Towg India at your earliest convenience.
I would like to have my identity, though not my letter, kept private.
The earnestness of the writer is written in every part of the
letter. The reasoning is sound so far as it goes. My difficulty,
however, arises when we come to working out in practice the
writer's propositions and their corollaries. The reader will find
an outline of my scheme of work in the translation given else-
where,1 and made for me by Mahadev Desai, of an article I
wrote in Navajivan last week to meet a difficulty that has arisen
in Gujarat and in answer to questions put both by Hindu and Mus-
salman friends.
Mine is at the present moment a most pitiable position. Thou-
sands, it may be said in trufJi, lob&'tp me for guidance at this
time of trial for the natiofr. I have taken a leading part in the
Khilafat agitation. I have unhedtSttingly and fearlessly propoun-
ded the doctrine of giving ^ithdul the stipulation of receiving
anything in return* Tliere ls: frd flaw in my reasoning. Biit tibf
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